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REMARKS 

Reconversion of the application is respectfully requested in view of the above 
amendments to the claims and the following remarks. For the Examiner's convenience and 
reference, Applicant's remarks are presented in the order in which the corresponding issues were 
raised in (he Office Action. 

Please note lhaf the following remarks are not intended to be an exhaustive cnumcralion 
ol Ihe distinctions between any cited references and the claimed invention. Rather the 
distinctions idcnlidcd and discussed below arc presented solely by way of example to illustrate 
some or 11.9 differences between the claimed invention and the cited references. In addition 
Applicant, request that the Examiner carefully review any references discussed below to ensure 
Hint Applicants understanding and discussion of the references, if any, is consistent with the 
nxoniinor'sundcrsuiiuling. 

By this amendment, claim 32 is canceled without disclaimer or waiver of the subject 
mutter contained therein, and claims 17 and 31 are amended, and new claims 33 is added, 
Claims 1 7-3 1 and 33 arc now pending in view of the above amendments. 

In the Office Action, claims 1 7-23, 25, 26, and 31 were rejected under 35 U.S.C § l<P(e) 
as being anticipated by U.S. patent No. 6,862,322 to Ewen, and claims 24, 27, 29-30 ' and 32 
Wore rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Ewen. 

Rejection Uinl* r3S U.X.C. q ifl?.f«i/h/»f 

Applicant traverse., the rejection of claims T7-23, 25, 26, and 31 under 35 U S C § 
1 02(e) as being anticipated by fen for at least the reason that Ewen fails to disclose or suggest 
at least "wherein at least one of the at least two gain values is optimised for maximum 
sensitivity," as recited in claim 17. Ewen discloses a circuit for bandwidth switching, and does 
not disclose optimisation of any values or disclose any means for determining an optimized gain 
value for maximum sensitivity, license Ewen fails to disclose or suggest, "wherein at least one 
: of the at least two gain values is optimized for maximum sensitivity," Applicant submits that 
claim 1 7 is in condilioji for allowance, 

. With respect to claim 31, the claim was amended to include the subject matter of claim 
32. As noted in the Office Action, ^1 fails to specifically teach determining the gain value 
• m accordance with an equation: V - K/B » Office Action at 5. Because Ewen fai,s to disclose 
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.very claim*! clement, Applicant submits that claim 3 Ms in condition for allowance. Chums 1 S- 
23, 25, and 26 each depend from an allowable claim and are allowable at least for thai 
dependence. Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejection bused on 35 U.S.C. § 
1 02(c) and allowance of claims 1 7-23, 25, 26, and 3 1 . 

K cjcctioii U nder 35 IjJjC « 

Applicant submits that claims 24, 27, 29, and 30 are allowable at least for their 
*K.»de»cc on chum 17, and for the reasons previously discussed. Additionally, Applicant 
traverses the rejection of claims 24, 27, 29, 30 and 32 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) us being 
unpatentable over Ewen for at least the reason that the Office Action failed to establish a prima 
facte crue of obviousness. 

Applicant note that it appears that the Examiner is relying on personal knowledge as a basis 
for rejecting claims 24, 27, 29, and 30. Particularly, the Examiner has simply .stated 1hat « bolh 
MOS-FKT transistor end a bipolar transistor arc very well known » with respect to claims 24 and 
2 K "the claimed packages are standardized and readily available," with respect to claims 29 and 30 
1 ho Examiner has not identified any references or other materials as being obvious to combine with 
the teuchmgs ol Ewen. In view ofthe foregoing, and pursuant to 37 CF.R. 1.104(d)(2) Aj^ant 
kfcrc^ lhat: (j) specmca]Iy j{lcntjfics ^ ^ " n 

relets), other than those that have been specifically cited by the Examiner, upon which the 
obviousness rejection of claims 24, 27, 29. and 30 is based; and (ii) provides complete details 
concerning the reasoning and analysis ofthe Examiner concerning those references as those 
references are purported to apply to the rejection of claims 24, 27, 29, an d 30. 

With respect to the rejection of claim 32, claim 32 has been canceled. However 
App.-eant submits that the rejection did not establish .prima facie case of obviousness at'least 
for (he reason that each and every element is not disclosed or suggested by Ewen. As discussed 
above, the Office Action recognized that "Bwcn fails to specifically teach determining the gain 
value m accordance with an equation: V = K/B." Oflice Action at 5. The Office Action 
attempted to correct th is deficiency by stating that "there being no physical difference between 
the device of Ewen and that ofthe claimed invention, it is clear that one skilled m the art could 
hove determined the gain value in accordance with the equation claimed." Td. First Applicant 
doe, not agree that there is no physical difference between the device of ^ and i he prescnt , y 
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claimed Invention. Sccnd. "fl.lu.nd conclusory aatctnont, elan4 ing alone m „„, -evidence •• 
217 F.3d 1365. .370 (Fed. Cir. 2000). S i„ coflS vcn Mk ,„ disclose the conation 
Ibtn cannot w .he use of,ho option ,„ one „r ski „ in lho arl as rw)uir0<| to p ' 

CK ° ^"""io"^. The Examiner has not identified a„ y references or other 
materials as bcins obvious to combine with the teachings of Ijwsn. 

Heean.se no ,«■„„„ Ji,cic ease o f obviousness has bean established, Applicant snhmiLs 

m C ' aimS 24 ' 2 "- 30 «' 32 ™ ™ """M- fcr allowance. Applicant requests the 
withdrawal ofthc rejection based on 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

New Claim 33 

New claim 33 is added by this amendment, support for the now claim can be found in 
claims 17 and 29. No new matter has been added. Applicant submits that claim 33 is allowable 
at least ior (he reasons similar to those discussed above. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicant respectfully request, 
reconviction and examination of this application and the timely allowance of the pending 
chums. Ihe famine- is encouraged to contact the undersigned if the Examiner believes that a 
telephone interview or Examiner's amendment will further the prosecution of this application. 

Respectfully submitted, 
WORKMAN NYDEGGER 



Dated: March 21 ,2006 




F. Chad Copier 
Registration No. 54^47 
Attorney for Applicant 
Customer No. 022913 
Telephone: (801)533-9800 
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